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100.000 march in Washington 
against war and capitalism 


THEY DEM AND: 



“Chanting ‘Free, free 
Palestine’, 75-100,000 
protesters poured into the 
streets of Washington, DC 
[on] Saturday. 

“Many Protesters linked 
the struggle for Palestinian 
self-determination to 
resistance against global 
capitalism and the US-led 
‘war on terror’ that now 
extends around the planet 
from Colombia to West 
Africa to Afghanistan to the 
Philippines.” 

■ Report from DC Indymedia website. 
More reports of April 20 protests on 
pages 8&9. 









INTERNATIONAL 


Venezuela 
coup foiled by 
popular rising 



People celebrate the defeat of the coup in Venezuela’s capital 


By CHRIS HARMAN 

The poor of Venezuela 
successfully defeated an 
attempted coup against the 
country’s president, Hugo 
Chavez, on April 13 . 

The coup was the work of the 
head of the employers' organisa¬ 
tion, with the help of army gen¬ 
erals, the head of the Catholic 
Church. 

They were defeated by a 
popular uprising in Venezuela's 
capital, Caracas. 

Thousands of people risked 
their lives to take to the streets 
and defy the coup. 

The NewYorkTimes reported 
that those rising up in defence of 
Chavez were "the vendors and 
factory workers, the maids and 
truckers". 

Their heroism split the army, 
broke the coup attempt, and saw 
Chavez restored to office. 

The coup attempt was pre¬ 
pared by Venezuela's employers, 
who seized on Chavez's appoint¬ 
ment of new directors to the state 
oil company asa pretext to organ¬ 
ise a shutdown of industry. 

The corrupt leader of Ven¬ 
ezuela's main union federation 


claimed the shutdown was a 
"strike" and called on workers to 
support it. 

Disgracefully, the Interna¬ 
tional Federation of Free Trade 
U nions, to which New Zealand's 
CTU is affiliated, supported him 
in this 

0 n the second day of the shut¬ 
down there was a mass anti- 
Chavez demonstration of the 
middle classes in Caracas. 

The protest clashed with a 
smaller demonstration of Chavez 
supporters, and shooting took 
place. 

Supportersof the coup within 
the armed forces then intervened, 
claiming they were "preventing 
bloodshed", and declared that 
Chavez had resigned. 

Carmona, head of theemploy- 
ers' organisation, declared him¬ 
self president and began mass 
arrests of C havez supporters. 

H owever, his plans were upset 
by the popular uprising; key fig¬ 
ures in the ruling class panicked. 
Heads of the military forced 
Carmonato resign and announce 
Chavez's reinstatement. 

Pressure was then put on 
Chavez by the military bosses to 
keep the poor under control. 


He has announced a "round 
tableof national unity" involving 
some of those who supported the 
coup. 

A nd to those who had risked 
their lives on the streets on his 
behalf hesaid,"Let'sreturn home 
and reflect upon events" 

It is Chavez's unwillingness to 
look to the masses of people that 
played into thehandsofthecoup 
plotters in the first place. 

While Chavez has talked of 
narrowing the gap between the 
rich and poor, he has not been 
ableto deliver real improvements 
to peoples' lives. 

This is because he has tried to 
deliver reforms from the top 
down that leaveVenezuelan capi¬ 
talism intact. 

His measures have antago¬ 
nised the ruling class but have not 
produced the great social changes 
promised. Changes that could 
onlyhavebeen broughtaboutby 
the mass mobilisation of people 


against the Venezuelan ruling 
class. 

Chavez was however success¬ 
ful in upsetting the U S in histhree 
years in office. 

H e campaigned to strengthen 
the OPEC organisation of oil 
producing countries, cultivated a 
friendship with Cuba's Fidel 
Castro, and refused to support the 
U S-backed war against left wing 
guerrilla groups in neighbouring 
Colombia. 

The coup's failure is a serious 
setback for the gang around 
George W Bush in the White 
House who had publicly de¬ 
nounced Chavez before the coup. 

Chavez's crimes in US eyes 
was spelt out by the New York 
T/mes:"V isionsof a united South 
America unshackled from the 
dominance of Washington's 
power". 

The Bush gang suffered a sig¬ 
nificant setback when the poor 
took to the streets of Caracas 


Shock as Nazi Le Pen comes second in French election 


France’s presidential election 
reflected mass disillusionment 
with five years of government by 
the Socialist Party and its 
coalition allies, the Greens and 
Communists. 

The vote for Jean-M arie Le 
Pen was terrible, with four and a 
half million people backing the 
Nazi leader. 

But it was almost exactly the 
same number of votes Le Pen got 
in the last presidential election in 
1995. 

H e got into the second round 
ofvotingthistimefdueon 5M ay) 
because a record number of peo¬ 
ple simply didn't vote—almost 
28% of people stayed at home. 

The Socialist Party is roughly 
equivalentto New Zealand'sLa- 


bour Party. 

I ts candidate, F ranee's current 
prime minister, Lionel J ospin,got 
just 16.3%, that's 4.3 million 
votes. 

The other members of J ospin's 
"plural left" coalition govern¬ 
ment also did badly. 

The Communist Party (compa¬ 
rable to the A lliance) vote col¬ 
lapsed to just 3.6%, its lowest ever. 

The Green candidate got 
5.3%. 

The coalition was elected in 
1997 following a wave of strikes 
and protests which mobilised mi I- 
lionsagainstthepreviousgovern- 
ment's attack on the welfare 
state. 

People'shopeswere high that 
the new left-wing government 


would deliver change. Those 
hopes have been dashed in the 
years since. 

Unemployment is almost 
10%, leaving deep pools of pov¬ 
erty and despair across France. 

Over sixmillion peopleareliv- 
ing below the official poverty line. 

The government has also con¬ 
tinued attacks on health, social 
security and pensions 

R oss H arold of Socialist 
Worker's sister paper in France, 
L'Etincelle (the Spark), says, 
"This result isa terrible shock, but 
it is the result of the failure of the 
governing parties. 

"For five years they have car¬ 
ried out right-wing policies, and 
the result has been to completely 
demoralise and disorientate 


wholesection of the population". 

One hopeful sign amid the 
awful shock of the election result 
was that 11% of all votes cast— 
not far short of three million— 
went to revolutionary socialist 
candidates 

They, and the millions who 
voted for the Communists, 
G reensand Socialist Party, can all 
be united in a mass movement to 
stop Le Pen. 

A longside that the left must 
offer hope to people driven to 
despair and demoralisation. 

H ope can only come from a 
left which offers a real fight to 
attack the social conditions Le 
Pen feeds off, and which stands 
for a challenge to capitalism and 
the horror it brings. 


2 SOCIALIST WORKER 25 April 2002 





WHAT WE THINK 


Council housing change a victory for protest 



Wake Up Auckland march on March 16 


In a victory for the Wake Up Auckland 
campaign against privatisation, the Labour- 
led government has decided to amend the 
new Local Government Bill to include 
council housing as a "strategic asset". 

Government politiciansfreely admitted 
that the change wasdirected at Auckland 
mayorjohn Banksand hisright-wing coun¬ 
cil's privatisation plans. 

Banks' plansto sell-off housing and air¬ 
port shares, to introduce toll-roadsand to 
increase the commercialisation of water, 
have become an issue for the government 
because of a series of militant protests— 
including a march of 4,000 people. 

Although the changesto the bill high¬ 
light the strength of mass protest, the 
change won't actually stop Banks' plans. 

Once it ispassed into law, the Local Gov¬ 
ernment Bill will require more "consulta¬ 
tion" with the public by councils wanting 
to sell strategic assets. 

But counci Is are experts in carrying out 
“consultation" and then continuing with 
pre-arranged plans regardless. 

Banksand the Citizens and Ratepayers 
Now councillors who support him have al¬ 
ready made it clear that the new law will 
make no difference to them. 

This raises the question: Why doesn't 
the government take more action to stop 
Banks? 

Thefact isthat they support his privati¬ 
sation plans, especiallytolI roadsand "pub¬ 
lic-private partnerships" where councils let 
private companies make money running 
council services. 

Key sectionsof the new Local Govern¬ 
ment Bill provides for public-private 


partnerships. 

And the government has given full 
backing to plans for toll-roads drawn up 
by Auckland mayorsand business leaders. 

Speaking out against the sell-off of pen¬ 
sioner housing allows Helen Clark's gov¬ 
ernment to look like it is on the side of 
those Aucklanders who oppose Banks. 

It also deflectscriticism of the Local Gov¬ 
ernment Bill. 

This bill was drafted under local gov¬ 
ernment minister Sandra Lee, when she 
was Alliance deputy leader. Lee and her 
supportersdeclared that it would stop the 
privatisation of council assets, but hid the 
fact that it encouraged public-private part¬ 
nerships. 

When the truth wasuncovered by Auck¬ 
land's Water Pressure Group, it became an¬ 


other focusof debate within the Alliance. 

Now that Lee has split from the Alliance, 
the party should do everything it can to 
stop her back-door privatisation. 

All grassroots activists can take heart 
from the successof the Wake Up Auckland 
campaign so far. 

This success needs to be built on. 

We can stop Banksin Auckland and the 
Labour-led government's plans for toll 
roadsand "public-private" privatisation 
across the country. 

• May 2—Council Housing Action Group 
meeting, 7:30 to 9:30pm, Freemans Bay 
Community Centre Function Room, phone 
Sigrid 3611517. 

• May 23—mass lobby of city council 
meeting, to protest housing sell-off plans. 


A ppeal to support Socialist Worker in 

Z imbabwe & A otearoa 


Socialist Worker has responded to the request of 
Zimbabwe socialists for money to help their life- 
and-death struggle against the dictatorship of 
Robert Mugabe. 

Half the money from this appeal will be sent 
to our comrades in Zimbabwe. 

Please give generously. The Socialist Worker 
papers published in Zimbabwe and Aotearoa are 
both voices of grassroots liberation. 


list 5 

THANKSTO 

AUCKLAND: Peter D $140;Dave 
W $200; fundraising $492. 

BAY OF PLENTY: $100. 
WELLINGTON: donations 
$139.60. 

CHRISTCHURCH: t-shirts $15. 
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Total so far: 

$5,586 


> 


Send donations to 

Box 13-685 
Auckland 

(M ake cheques out to In Print Publishing) 
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WORKERS' SURVEY 


This Workers’ Survey is the fourth in a 
series published by Socialist Worker. 

We're asking every person the same 
five questionsThis allows you to pick up 
political trends from a range of workers, 
unemployed, students and homemakers 
over the length of the survey period. 

0 ur survey is given added relevance by 
two things: first, the approach of the 
general election, and second, the growing 
confidence of grassroots people to take 
direct action in their own interests. 

The opinions of grassroots people are 
important to Socialist Worker. We want our 
readers to take part in the survey. You 
could also ask your neighbours, workmates 
and friends to do likewise. 

Contact Socialist Worker for survey 
forms. 0 r write the questions and your 
responses on a bit of paper, along with your 
contact details and occupation, and send it 
in. 0 r email it to socialist-worker@pl.net 


Q.1 Who should workers support in 
the next election, and why? 

ANDREW HILL Labour.They have 
improved important areas in NZ society 
such as health, education and police.They 
have lowered the unemployment rate. A nd 
they have improved workers' rights and 
conditions, like repealing the E mployment 
ContractsA ct. H owever, there are still 
major concerns, like tax levels, housing, 
student fees, police numbers and the 
environment. 

MATHEW JELACAA nyone who believes 
in the workplace being run by the workers 
themselves.The class system needs 
smashing. 

JON SPEED I don't know enough yet. 

CAROLYN SUTHERLAND Labour They 
have reduced unemployment and generally 
helped workers For instance, the 
E mployment ContractsA ct was repealed. 

0 rdinary people have a better deal. But a 
lot of areas still need improvement, such as 
housing, health and education. 

ADAM WALTER For the electorate vote, 
the best candidate on offer regardless of 
party affiliation. For the party vote, 
according to preferred policy. 

JESSE WILSON We need better packages 
for health professionals, because if you 
don't have health, you don't have life. Stop 
or limit the number of health professionals 
leaving the country. 

GARY WOOL Someone who isn't lying or 
talking crap. Probably Labour. I like some 
of FI elen Clark's views. 


Q.2 The Labour-Alliance government 
has backed the attack on Afghanistan 
by the US state, which says it will also 


The people who took part in this 
survey are (in alphabetical order): 

ANDREW HILL worker, A uckland 

MATHEW JELACA unemployed, 

A uckland 

JON SPEED student, A uckland 

CAROLYN SUTHERLAND worker, 
A uckland 

ADAM WALTER worker, Wellington 
JESSE WILSON worker, Porirua 
GARY WOOL student, Wellington 


attack other countries. What is your 
attitude to that? 

ANDREW HILLTerrorist attacks are the 
lowest form of wit. I strongly support the 
U S or any other country who use force as a 
last resort to repel terrorism and send a 
message of zero tolerance. FI owever, 
peaceful negotiations should be used first. 

MATHEW JELACA The only people who 
benefit from war are the arms dealers. Stop 
the war on the innocent. 

JON SPEED I don't think the N Z govern¬ 
ment should help A merica just in case 
Afghanistan makes terrorist attacks on NZ. 

CAROLYN SUTHERLAND Terrorists must 
be stopped but I prefer peaceful negotia¬ 
tion. U nfortunately, such people are 
demented, so you may have to target them. 

I t's very difficult to know what to do. 

ADAM WALTER 11 seems logical given the 
global climate of corporate imperialism 
and the need to maintain the NZ economy. 

JESSE WILSON There's government 
instability around the globe. War and 
aggression is the answer. Following is better 
than being leaders. 

GARY WOOL The U S are bullies I say 
punch for punch, not domination. 


Q.3 The Labour-Alliance government 
has outlawed political, solidarity and 
environmental strikes, just like the last 
National government. What do you 
think about that? 

ANDREW HILL Strikes aren't the only 
means of voicing your opinion or standing 
up for what you believe.The government 
should uphold a person's right to free 
speech and protest. FI owever, the general 
public should also use other forums to 
debate. 

MATHEW JELACA I t's what we should 
have expected from the new right. 

CAROLYN SUTHERLAND They may have 


outlawed strikes, but if enough people feel 
strongly about an issue they can still be 
heard. Strikes aren't always the only option. 

ADAM WALTER I s this true? I f so, it won't 
stop me striking if I want to. 

JESSE WILSON This isn't a good idea. 

GARY WOOL I disagree with it. 


Q.4 The Labour-Alliance government 
is proposing that private firms be 
allowed to gain long-term control over 
local government assets under public- 
private partnerships’. How do you feel 
about that? 

MATHEW JELACA The people should 
keep control, instead of the 3% who will 
under this proposal. 

JON SPEED I don't like it. Companies are 
only out for short-term profit.They don't 
care about the long-term effects on assets. 

CAROLYN SUTHERLAND I d prefer not, 
but maybe they need the financial support? 
The only other way is to raise taxes, and all 
governments are too scared to do this 

ADAM WALTER 11 depends on the private 
firm's philosophy. A benevolent dictator is 
better than a misguided idealist. 

JESSE WILSON I hate the idea! The rich 
are getting richer, and the poor poorer. 
There will always be gaps in society. 

GARY WOOL Keep it public. 


Q.5 What is your attitude to genetic 
engineering? 

ANDREW HILL Research in this area does 
have a place in science. FI owever, there 
needs to be clear guidelines on what is 
deemed research and what is done for 
profit. We should not be playing G od with 
people's lives, such as cloning humans. We 
must be very careful not to damage our 
agricultural industry with G E crops. 

MATHEW JELACA K eep it in the lab. 

Then burn down the lab. 

JON SPEED I'm against G E in food till 
further tests prove it safe. I'm for it in 
medicine. 

CAROLYN SUTHERLAND Research in 
science is subject to ethics control. A s a 
scientist, I see the need for G E, but morally 
I don't want it to get out of hand. G E 
shouldn't be used to produce more profit at 
the expense of flavours etc. 11 has huge 
implications for eugenics 

ADAM WALTER I t's a pretty dubious 
exercise. G E could be invaluable in 
medicine for those who can afford it. I f we 
reduce the gene pool we risk extinction. 

JESSE WILSON I'm totally against G E . 

GARY WOOL No thanks 
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TALKING UNION 


Working environment 


By DON FRANKS 

The first environmental 
activists I ever met were 
process workers. 

They were in Hutt Valley fac¬ 
tories, which churned out their 
products in congested over¬ 
heated, smokey work areas. Bad 
lighting, slippery floors and toxic 
fumes were daily hazards on 
many sites, and workers often 
went on strike to improve their 
environment. 

Those struggles necessarily 
continue today, because over 
500 workers currently die each 
year from work-related accidents 
or disease. 

It’s consistent for unions to 
take an interest in affairs of the 
environment on a global scale. 

The Council of Trade Unions 
(CTU) has made submissions 
about the New Zealand govern¬ 
ment signing up for the Kyoto 
Protocol. 

The Kyoto Protocol is an in¬ 
ternational attempt to limit harm¬ 
ful global warming. 

It seeks to do this by member 
countries agreeing to put limits on 
the climate changing gases that 
their industries are releasing into 
the air. 

A central point of the CTU 
submission is the demand that: 
“No worker should lose employ¬ 
ment as a result of ratification.” 

It's absolutely right for the 
CTU to insist there be no loss of 
jobs in this situation. 

So, the next question is: how 
do we make sure of a clean en¬ 
vironment with full employment? 

Faced with this question, the 
CTU submission looks for sup¬ 
port in the wrong place. They em¬ 
phasise: 

“Government policy, business 
investment and operation and 
views of community stakeholders 
must all be directed towards a 
balanced approach to growth and 
development. 

“This is an approach that rec¬ 
ognises economic social and en¬ 
vironmental factors [are] equally 
important in the long term. 

“That is why the Council of 
Trade Unions supports those 
employers who are making 
genuine attempts to introduce a 
triple bottom line approach to ac¬ 
countability.” 

The CTU submission does 
not include a list of those con¬ 


siderate employers, and that's 
not surprising. 

A look at actual business atti¬ 
tudes suggests it would be a 
bloody short list. 

The main voice of bosses in 
Aotearoa is Business NZ. 

In their March 2002 issue of 
In Business, Business NZ set out 
their “20 priorities for growth”. 

Here, they recommend “effec¬ 
tive environmental management” 
be “based on economic growth, 
innovation and competitiveness.” 

What does that mean in real 
life? 

Over the page, the top boss's 
intentions are clearly spelled out 
in an article dead against NZ rati¬ 
fication of the Kyoto agreement. 

The “business view of the 
Kyoto Protocol” is concerned only 
with its possible effect on the 
growth of profits. “Social and en¬ 
vironmental factors” don't get a 
look in at all. 

In the capitalist system we live 
under, the employer’s drive to 
maximise their own profits comes 
before any concern for the envi¬ 
ronment—or workers’ jobs. 

Workers experience confirms 
this everyday. 

The 400 lay-offs currently 
threatened at the Kinleith tim¬ 
ber mill have nothing to do with 
environmental concerns. The 
company demanded redundan¬ 
cies claiming Kinleith is not 
making a big enough return on 
investment. 

The CTU submission says it 
“supports the principles underly¬ 
ing the Kyoto Protocol.” 

If they really want traction 
here, the CTU should stop waf¬ 
fling about nonexistent environ¬ 
mentally friendly employers and 
look to their own ranks. 

Unlike bosses, unions have a 
history of environmental activism. 

In the '80s and '90s the wood 
workers' unions campaigned 
against toxic substances used in 
timber processing. The Auckland 
Trades Council put a “green ban” 
on Takaparawha (Bastion Point) 
after a request from the Ngati 
Whatua occupiers. 

Wellington maritime unions re¬ 
peatedly struck against nuclear 
warships. 

Today, the CTU should or¬ 
ganise in support of the Kyoto 
agreement, demanding: sus¬ 
tainable jobs in a sustainable 
environment. 


Global warming 
threatens planet 


By TOM BUCKLEY 

Over the past few years the 
world has been experiencing 
increasingly erratic weather 
patterns, leading to more 
floods, storms and draughts. 

These extreme weather 
events have killed 100,000 peo¬ 
ple over the past three years. 

The 2,500 independent scien¬ 
tists of the Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change 
(IPCC) agree that thisisbecause 
of global warming. 

U nited N ations scientists say 
that if the planet's climate con¬ 
tinues to increase at 0.1 degree 
Celsius for the next 10 years, 
then changes to weather pat¬ 
terns will become rapid, unpre¬ 
dictable and irreversible. 

The IPCC say that global 
warming is directly linked to 
gases, such as carbon dioxide, re¬ 
leased when fuel is burnt. 

These gases trap heat in the 
atmosphere causing a "green 
house effect". 

The 1997 Kyoto Protocol 
aims to reduce emissions of cli¬ 
mate changing gases to below 
1990 levels. 

A Ithough this will not solve 
the problem, it would be a first 
step. 

The agreement requires 55 
countries to ratify it and support 
it with legislation before it comes 
into force, this must be done be¬ 
fore September of this year. 

The United States causes 
25% of carbon dioxide emis¬ 
sions, even though it has only 4% 
of the world's population. 

B ut U S president G eorge W 
Bush has declared that the 
Kyoto Protocol is "dead" and 
refused to ratify it. 

This is no surprise. M ultina- 
tional energy corporations, like 
U S oil giant M obil-Exxon, 
pumped millions of dollars into 
G eorge B ush's presidential cam¬ 
paign. 

M obil-E xxon is the world 
leader in a charge by big busi¬ 
ness to ditch the Kyoto Protocol 
and any attempt to slow global 
warming. It spends mi II ions sup¬ 
porting the tiny minority of sci¬ 
entists who are sceptical about 
global warming. 

H ere in A otearoa, prime min¬ 
ister Helen Clark said in May 



Greenpeace banner-drop over 
Auckland’s NW motorway 


2000 that she will ratify the 
Kyoto Protocol. 

But she is starting to buckle 
to pressure from big business 
who say it will cost them too 
much money. 

For them, short term money 
making is more important that 
the long term survival of the 
planet. 

There are many practical 
things that could be done to re¬ 
duce carbon dioxide emissions, 
such as improving public trans¬ 
port, sustainable energy produc¬ 
tion and pollution reduction. 

Investing in these areas would 
create jobs. 

R ight now there are a number 
of campaigns linked to the issue 
of carbon emissions and global 
warming. 

Last year Greenpeace and 
other environmental groups 
have launched a Stop Mobil 
campaign targeting the oil com¬ 
pany and G eorge B ush for there 
opposition to Kyoto. 

Visit their website 
<www.stopmobil.net>. 

I n A uckland mayor John 
B anks is planning a massive ex¬ 
tension of motorways, which will 
encourage more car use and 
starve public transport of cash. 

H e plans to "solve" the prob¬ 
lem of congestion by introducing 
tolls that will force poorer mo¬ 
torists off the roads 

The Wake U p A uckland op¬ 
poses Bank's plans and backs 
more investment in public trans¬ 
port. 

In Wellington the planned 
motorway by-pass will also en¬ 
courage more peopleto use cars. 

For details of these cam¬ 
paigns,contact your local Social¬ 
ist Worker branch (see page 15). 
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CAM P BECAME 
A SLAUGHTERHOUSE' 


“A terrible crime has been committed by Israel 
in Jenin refugee camp, and the world is turning 
a blind eye.” 

That was how journalist Justin Huggler, writ¬ 
ing in British newspaper the Independent, de¬ 
scribed what happened when the Israeli army in¬ 
vaded the West Bank refugee camp of Jenin. 

Justin Huggler’s report continued: 

“A woman with her leg all but ripped off by a 
helicopter rocket, the mangled remains hanging 
on by a thread of skin as she slowly bleeds to 
death. 

“A ten year old boy lying dead in the street, 
his arm blown off and a great hole in his side. 

“The wounded left to die slowly, in horrible 
agony, because the ambulances were not allowed 
in to treat them. 

“We saw the helicopter rockets rain down on 


desperately crowded areas—civilian casualties 
could not have been prevented. 

“The Israeli army sealed off the entire area 
around Jenin. That is because they have some¬ 
thing to hide—the bodies. 

“For days Jenin camp became a slaughter¬ 
house. Thousands of terrified civilians, women 
and children cowered inside their homes while 
the Israeli helicopters rained down rockets on 
them and tanks fired shells into the camp. 

“The Red Cross has publicly said people have 
died because Israel blocked ambulances. 

“Munir Washabi bled to death over several 
hours after a helicopter round came through the 
wall of his home. 

“Munir’s mother, Maryam, ran into the street 
screaming for help for her son and was shot in 
the head by Israeli soldiers.” 



There can be no peace without justice 


by KEVIN OVENDEN 

Israel is built on stolen land. 
Zionist settlers from Europe 
began arriving in larger 
numbers in British-controlled 
Palestine in the early part of the 
last century. 

But Palestine was already in¬ 
habited by an A rab population. 

M ost were M uslims, but there 
was a big Christian and smaller 
Jewish population.They had lived 
peacefully together for 1,300 
years. 

The Zionist aim was to create 
an exclusively Jewish state in the 
area.That meant refusing to mix 
with A rabs. 

In 1947 Jewish people made 
up 30% ofthe population of Pal- 
estine.Thatyear the U N decided 
to partition the area between 
Jews and A rabs 

The Jewish minority owned 
only 6% of the land, yet the U N 
granted them 55% of Palestine. 

N ot satisfied, the Z ionist colo¬ 
nisers used military mightto seize 
79% ofthe country in 1948. 

The UN mediator at the time 
recorded whatthat meant—steal¬ 
ing 80% of A rab cultivable land, 
50% of citrus groves, 90% of ol¬ 
ive groves and 10,000 shops 

He was assassinated by the 
Zionist Stern Gang. 

The founding of the state of 


Israel in 1948 meant the expul¬ 
sion of 750,000 Palestinians 

M ost of them and their de¬ 
scendants live in the kind of refu¬ 
gee camps that I sraeli forces are 
now laying siege to. 

The Western powers threw 
their support behind Israel as a 
reliable ally in the oil-rich M id- 
dleEast. 

In 1951 the liberal Israeli pa¬ 
per Ha'aretz wrote: 

"Israel isto become the watch¬ 
dog. 

"If for any reasons the West¬ 
ern powers should sometimes 
prefer to close their eyes, Israel 
could be relied upon to punish 
one or several neighbouring 
states whose discourtesy to the 
West went beyond the bounds of 
the permissible." 

Playing that role has meant 
compounding the humiliation of 
the Palestiniansthrough military 
expansion in every decade since 
I srael was founded. 

Israel went to war in 1956, 
1967,1973 and 1982, seizing more 
land, the Golan H eights, E astj e- 
rusalem, the G aza Strip and the 
West Bank. 

11 has also meant a steadfast 
refusal to allow the return of 
Palestinian refugees and their 
descendants. 

The Oslo "peace process" in 
the mid-1990s resulted in the 


creation ofYasser A rafat's Pales¬ 
tinian Authority, a mini-state in 
the G aza Strip and some of the 
West Bank. 

B ut I sraeli expansionism con¬ 
tinued. H undreds of thousands 


of settlers were moved into 
armed encampments in the Pal¬ 
estinian territories 

Thesesettlersarenow20% of 
the population. They consume 
80% of the water in tire area. 


Who has the power to 
liberate Palestine? 

By ALEX CALLINICOS 

In Israel the Palestinians face a state that is armed and backed 
by the greatest imperialist power today—the US. Israel has 
received over US$ 92 billion of US “aid” over the last three 
decades. 

The Palestinians on their own can’t achieve the change that is 
really needed—the dismantling of the Zionist state and its replace¬ 
ment by a secular democratic Palestine, in which Jews and Arabs 
can live together on the basis of freedom and equality. 

This objective could only be realised if the weight of the Arab 
world were swung in support of the Palestinians. 

But this will never happen under the present conservative Arab 
regimes. 

Many of the worst defeats the Palestinians suffered were at the 
hands of their Arab “brothers”. 

King Hussein drove the Palestinian resistance out of Jordan in 
September 1970. 

Syria intervened to prevent the Palestinians and the left winning 
the Lebanese civil war in 1975-6. 

The Arab regimes looked on in 1982 while Sharon besieged 
Beirut and drove the Palestinian resistance out of Lebanon. 

Victory for Palestine will require a social revolution in the Arab 
world that sweeps away the conservative regimes. 
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Surrender 
is not in our 
dictionary 


Socialist Worker interviewed ALI KAZAK, Palestinian Liberation 
Organisation / Palestinian Authority representative to Australia, 
New Zealand and the South Pacific and a member of Yasser 
Arafat’s Fatah party since 1968. He was on a New Zealand 
speaking tour arranged by the Alliance party. 



I sraeli prime minister Sharon 
has traditionally been the politi¬ 
cal champion of these settlers 

A t the very least they want I s- 
rael to maintain its control of all 
of historic Palestine. M any also 
want to complete the "transfer" 
(the Israeli term for ethnic 
cleansing) of the Palestinian 
population from the Occupied 
Territories. 

That is why Sharon's army 
hasfocused on destroying the in¬ 
frastructure of the Palestinian 
A uthority. For example by mur¬ 
dering its police force at the 
same time it demands those po¬ 
lice stop militants attacking Is¬ 
rael. 

I n this situation a Palestinian 
controlled state on parts of the 
West Bank and Gaza Strip—as 
proposed by the A rab League— 
would be a step forward for the 


The ruins of Jenin refugee camp 


Palestinians 

B ut it will not address the in¬ 
justice that fuels the conflict. 

The reality of a "two state so¬ 
lution" would bean I sraeli state, 
which is armed with nuclear 
weapons and refuses to allow 
Palestinian refugees to return, 
alongside an impoverished res¬ 
ervation for Palestinians. 

A nd there would be nothing 
to stop the Israelis from invad¬ 
ing again. 

A ny lasting solution has to be 
based on the right of return for 
Palestiniansand shattering Isra¬ 
el's military machine. 

This does not mean "driving 
the Jewish population into the 
sea", as I srael's defenders claim. 

It means them recognising 
thattheycannotrun mostof Pal¬ 
estine as an exclusive state based 
on ethnic cleansing. 


G iven the slaughter that has 
taken place is it going to be pos¬ 
sible to return to negotiations 
with Israel? 

When the Israelis stop nego¬ 
tiating with their American 
weapons—the F-16s,theA pache 
helicopters, the tanks and mis¬ 
siles—yes, it is possible. 

W hen they negotiate, comply 
with international law and com¬ 
ply with United Nations' reso¬ 
lutions. When they are serious 
about recognising Palestinian 
rights to achieve a just peace, 
then there will be successful 
negotiations. 

W hat do you think of the peace 
plan proposed by Saudi A rabia? 

Well now it is the A rab 
League plan, all countries—in¬ 
cluding ours—supported the 
A rab peace proposal. 

But the problem is with Is¬ 
rael 's answer. 

The next day I srael answered 
with its invasion of all the Pales¬ 
tinian cities, committing this 
massacre. 

What they are asking for is a 
surrender. 

This is not going to happen, 
because we refuse to surrender. 
This is notin our dictionary. 

E ven if it takes us another 100 
years of struggle. I n the end we 
will achieve our freedom and our 
rights, and we will not stop any 
shorter than that. 

Do you support the call for in¬ 
ternational peace keepers or 
monitors? 

A bsolutely. 

We have been calling for this 
for years. But unfortunately it 
was blocked by the United 
States 

The international community 
who gave the Kurds of northern 
Iraq the protection of a no-fly 
zone. Why shouldn't they also 
give us a no-fly zone, to prevent 
the bombarding of our civilians? 

Do you think that a separate 
Palestinian state in the West 
Bank and Gaza would be a vi¬ 
able long term solution? 

Oh yes,certainly. 


This is our huge and historic 
compromise for the sake of 
peace. 

By accepting to set up our 
state on the West Bank and 
Gaza Strip, which represent 
only 22% of our country, we 
have made a compromise of 
78% of our country. 

But what have I srael been do¬ 
ing since the signing of the Oslo 
accord? 

They went on a frenzy of 
building of settlements. Settlers 
increased by 77%. 

W hat would a just peace involve? 

The minimum requirement 
for a just peace is: 

• For I srael to withdraw from 
the 1967 occupied territories in, 
accordance with U nited Nations 
resolutions 242 and 338. 

• For the right of the Pales¬ 
tinian refugees to return to their 
homeland [insidewhatisnow Is¬ 
rael] and be payed compensation 
in accordance with U nited Na¬ 
tions resolution 194. 

• A nd the establishment of 
an independent Palestinian 
state, with E ast J erusalem as its 
capital. 

D o you thi nk it is possible for the 
Palestinians to defeat Israel and 
force it back to the negotiating 
table on their own? 

No, we cannot defeat Israel 
militarily,Israel isasuper-power 
in the region. 

They have the biggest stock¬ 
piles of nuclear weapons, chemi¬ 
cal and biological weapons. 

W hat do we have? Stones and 
few machine guns.We would not 
be able to defeat I srael's mighty 
army militarily. 

Ali Kazak also called for the NZ 
governmentto establish full dip¬ 
lomatic relations with the state 
of Palestine. A nd increase eco¬ 
nomic aid to rebuild Palestin¬ 
ians’ economic infrastructure. 

■ This interview has been 
shortened considerably. For a 
full transcript of the interview, 
contact Socialist Worker’s 
national office. Details page 15. 


Auckland May Day events May 1 

• Picket the US Consulate 4:30pm, 
Citibank building, 23 Customs St East. 

• Then join the annual May Day march 
for workers’ rights and international 
solidarity. Gather at 5:30pm at QEII 
Square. 
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Global mobilisati* 
for peace & justii 



April 20 was an international day of protest against war, 
racism, corporate globalisation and for justice for the 
Palestinians. Protests took place around the world and 
across Aotearoa. 


• AUCKLAND: struggles united 


By DAVID COLYER 

Over 400 people joined a march for global 
peace and justice in Auckland on April 20. 

M irroring events in Washington DC, The 
rally brought together a range of issues 

A protest against the privatisation of coun¬ 
cil housing had been organised by a Maori 
groupforthesametimeand place.A II involved 
were happy to combine the two protests and 
to consider the links between the disposses¬ 
sion of the Palestinians and M aori and John 
B ank's drive to evict council tenants. 

A game"World Economic Soccer" brought 
an anti-capitalist flavour to the initial rally.The 
game saw a team of corporate giants take on a 
team of workers and oppressed people of the 
world. 

To begin with the corporate team—helped 
by police and the U nited Nations referee- 
scored again and again. But in the end the 
workers' team linked arms and fought back 
successfully. 

Speakers condemned Israel's atrocities. 


They also highlighted the billions of dollars of 
economic and military aid that the U S gives 
I srael every year. 

The N Z government was condemned for its 
weak stance against I srael and support for the 
war againstAfghanistan. Foreign minister Phil 
G off was singled out for his statement that he 
is "pro-1 sraeli". 

The fact that there can be no peace in the 
M iddle E ast with out justice for the Palestin¬ 
ians was another common theme. 

Two Israelis who attempted to disrupt 
speeches at the end of the march where chassed 
away.The Israeli flag they carried was taken 
from them and torn apart. 

This was the first protest backed by the 
newly formed G lobal Peace & J ustice A uck- 
land (G P&JA ) network. 

U niting different groups and drawing new 
people in to action against injustice is what 
G P&JA isall about. 

The nextG P&JA meeting is M onday M ay 
6,7:30pm at A uckland’sT rades H all, 147 G reat 
North Rd,G rey Lynn. 


•WELLINGTON: stand against imperialism and war 


by GRANT BROOKES 

On April 20, Wellington’s planned 
“Rally for Peace in the Middle 
East” became a rally against 
imperialism. 

Over 200 people joined the 
rally in Cuba M all from midday to 
hear a line-up of speakers includ¬ 
ing G reen M P Sue K edgely. 

Kedgely called for the New 
Zealand government to cut our 
"apron strings" from U ncle Sam. 

The pursuit of a free trade pact 
with the U S, she said, had drawn 
New Zealand into war in A fghani- 
stan and was muting criticism of 
A merica's key ally, I srael. 


"There is no real pressure be¬ 
ing applied to Israel by our gov¬ 
ernment to stop the atrocities 
against civilians", she said. 

A free trade deal would also 
hurt ordinary people in New Zea¬ 
land. 

Kedgely pointed to recent at¬ 
tacks by U S trade secretary 
Robert Zoellick on New Zea- 
Iand's2-year ban on the release of 
Genetically Engineered organ- 
ismsand on rulesforthe labelling 
of G E food as unfair "trade barri¬ 
ers" to A merican business 

"More and more our actions 
will be compromised", she said, if 
Labour keeps pursuing a free 


trade deal with the U S. 

Other speakers from the A lli- 
ance, Peace M ovement A otearoa, 
the Wellington Palestine G roup, 
the Iraq M edical Sanctions G roup 
and International Physicians for 
the Prevention of Nuclear War 
were received attentively by the 
rally, which grew in size as passers- 
by joined in. 

The people voiced their anger 
at Israel's war on the innocent 
when prominent Zionist David 
Zwartz took the microphone to 
defend I srael'sactionsagainst Pal¬ 
estinian "terrorists". 

H e was given time to make his 
point, and then he was heckled and 


jeered off the platform. 

O rganisers from Peace A ction 
Wellington were enthused by the 
turn-out and commitmentfromthe 
public, and hope that their weekly 
peace vigilsat 5pm everyThursday 
at the Cenotaph will grow. 

A number of PAW activists have 
also indicated thatthey'll beattend¬ 
ing the counter-conference and 
lobby of Labour's election year 
conference in Wellington in M ay. 

For more info on Peace Action 
Wellington, contact 382 8219. 
For more on the counter¬ 
conference and lobby of the 
Labour Party, see back page. 
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• WASHINGTON: 100,0000 march for peace & justice 


By DAVID COLYER 

As many as 100,000 Americans 
marched in Washington DC on 
April 20. 

The protest was the largest dem¬ 
onstration of solidarity with Pales¬ 
tinians in US history, and the big¬ 
gest anti-capitalist protest in the US 
so far. 

It was one of 30 in a weekend of 
protests in George Bush’s capital. 

Following the tradition of Seattle, 
the DC protests wove together re¬ 
sistance against different, but inter¬ 
connected, strands of US capitalism. 

This was particularly clear on 
April 20, which began with three 
“feeder marches” which merged at 
mid-day. 

The original focus for the pro¬ 
tests, planned before the terrorist 
attacks of September 11, was a 
major meeting of the World Bank 
and International Monetary Fund. 

The bank and the fund are domi¬ 
nated by the American government 
and its Western allies—including 
New Zealand. 

Undercover of helping poorer 
countries “develop” they use na¬ 
tional debt and the promise of new 
loans to blackmail and bribe gov¬ 
ernments into accepting the most 
extreme free market policies. 

The aim is to open up every area 
to plunder by Western multinational 
corporations. 

The march against the meeting 
was called by Mobilization for Glo¬ 
bal Justice (MGJ). 

Activists on the MGJ march 
made connections between interna¬ 


tional and local struggles, for ex¬ 
ample attacking Washington’s 
mayor for closing the city’s only 
public hospital. 

The anti-capitalist movement in 
American was knocked back after 
September 11 as the US ruling class 
seized the opportunity to stamp out 
all opposition as “unpatriotic”. 

As well as unleashing the “war 
without end" overseas, George 
Bush’s government has launched 
a massive assault on working class 
people at home, cracking down on 
civil rights and slashing social 
spending. 

At the same time, Bush has 
handed out massive tax refunds to 
big corporations and poured hun- 


PRANAV JANI, a socialist from 
New York posted this report on 
Washington Indymedia’s 
website. 

The protests against the Israeli 
occupation in Palestine became 
the galvanising centre of the 
huge march in DC yesterday. 

Arabs, Jews, Asians, Blacks, 
Whites, Latinos, from religious, 
political, and cultural groups, 
men and women, gay and 
straight, immigrant and citizen— 
tens of thousands united around 
chants like “Free, free Palestine” 
and “Long live the intifada.” 


dreds of billions into the military. 

Blaming a recession that was al¬ 
ready well underway on the terror¬ 
ist attacks, corporations sacked 
hundreds of thousands of workers. 

But the horror of war in Afghani¬ 
stan and the attacks at home has 
refocussed the resistance. 

Peace groups across the US de¬ 
cided to join the protests in Wash¬ 
ington and called for April 20 to be 
an “International Day of Protest 
Against War and Racism”. 

As Israel stepped up its repres¬ 
sion in Palestine, under the banner 
of the “war on terrorism”, the behav¬ 
iour of the US government’s clos¬ 
est ally and aid recipient became a 
third focus for the protests. 


I can truly say I was moved 
like never before. 

Many in my contingent, mem¬ 
bers of the International Socialist 
Organization, were wearing the 
kuffiya, a scarf symbolising the 
Palestinian struggle for freedom. 

Many of us who are not Arab 
got hugs and handshakes from 
Arabs who were delighted and 
even overwhelmed that so many 
non-Arabs would wear the scarf 
and feel as strongly as they do 
about Palestine. 

The clear message from A20 
is this: 

1) the pro-Palestine sentiment 


• 100,000 marched in solidarity 
with the intifada in London on 
April 16. 

• Thousands joined a 
Palestinian rights protest in 
Houston, Texas on Friday 
April 19. 

• In the largest demonstration 
in San Francisco’s recent 
memory, 15,000 pro-Palestinian 
and anti-war activists marched 
through the city on April 20. 


is HUGE in this country, and 

2) it is radicalising and unit¬ 
ing people against the war in Af¬ 
ghanistan / Philippines / Iraq and 
people for global justice in new 
ways. 

The quantity was huge, but the 
quality was even greater; you 
could feel the intensity of the 
people all around you. 

The new anti-war movement 
has officially been unleashed, 
and we will return to our organi¬ 
sations, mosques, communities 
to fight even harder for the lib¬ 
eration of Palestine and an end 
to terrorist wars. 


'The new anti-war movement has been unleashed’ 
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UNITY IN 
DIVERSITY 


The movement against capitalism and war must be 
built, says British socialist ALEX CALLINICOS, and 
so too must the revolutionary Marxist current within it 


Trotsky wrote 
about the united 
front in 1922 



T he 2000s are proving to be a new era of mass 
movements. This is most spectacularly reflected 
in the international campaigns against global 
capitalism and the “war on terrorism”. 

Of necessity, these movements unite a wide range of 
political forces in common action. The anti-capitalist 
movement prides itself on its unity in diversity. 

Thesecond World Social Forum in PortoA legrebrought 
together a very wide spectrum that extended from F rench 
and Brazilian parliamentary reformists to revolutionary 
socialists and autonomists. 

The Stop the War Coalition in B ritain unites Labour 
M Ps, A sian community organisations and the Socialist 
Workers Party. 

The same pattern is to be found in many different 
countries. The M ovement for D emocratic Change in 
Z imbabwe brings together liberals, trade unionists, civil 
rights campaigners and revolutionary socialists who are 
united by their opposition to the M ugabe regime. 

The Genoa Social Forum that organised the great 
protests against the G 8 big powers' summit last J uly has 
become the model for a movement that has spread across 
the whole of Italy. 

The relationship between the Social Forums and the 
existing left parties- the left reformist Party of C ommunist 
Refoundation, which has strongly identified with the 
movement, and the moderate Democratic Left - is a 
burning issue in Italy. 

U nderlying this debate is the larger question of the role 
that political parties should play in the broader movement. 

M any activists, burned by negative experiences of the 
big parliamentary reformist parties - and also sometimes 
of sectarian far left groups - reject the party form 
altogether. 

The difficulty here is that it's easier to ban 
parties in name than in reality. 

TheWorld Social Forum formally excludes 
parties, butthe Brazilian Workers Party, which 
runs Porto A legre, was very much a presence 
within it. 

The very character of today's mass 
movements makes it hard to escape from what 
parties do, which is to present a relatively 
comprehensive programme for how society 

L should be run. 

Perhaps for that reason some leaders of the 
anti-capitalist movement - for example, V ittorio 
A gnoletto of the G enoa Social Forum - 
accept the possibility of the movement itself 
becoming a party at some stage. 

But how could such a broad party 
contain different political tendencies 
within it? 


G iven these questions, it may be useful to consider how 
the revolutionary Marxist tradition has addressed the 
problem of howto unite and build politically diverse mass 
movements in the past and what relevance this experience 
has today. 

After the formation of the Communist International 
(Comintern) in the wake of the Russian Revolution of 
October 1917, the leadership of the Bolshevik Party 
formulated the theory and practice of the united front. 

This was to a large extent a formalisation of the tactics 
they had developed in R ussia, but it addressed a radically 
different context. 

Communist Parties (CPs) were springing up all over 
Europe and the rest of the world.These represented a 
reaffirmation of the revolutionary M arxist tradition in the 
face of the parliamentary reformist parties' capitulation 
to the First World War. 

Q uestions of fundamental principle - above all that of 
reform and revolution - thus separated the Communist 
Third I nternational from theold social democratic Second 
I nternational. 

But, even where they were mass organisations, as in 
Germany and France, the CPs represented onlyaminority 
of the working class 

At the Third Congress of the Comintern in mid-1921, 
Lenin,Trotsky and other Bolshevik leaders argued that 
the CPs were in danger of becoming sects that 
concentrated on denouncing the social democratic leaders 
as traitors while making no effort to win over the large 
numbers of workers still influenced by reformist ideas 

I t was essential that Communists find ways of 
fighting alongside reformist workers around issues 
such as wages, hours and the defence of union 
organisation that could unite the entire class. 

W riting in 1922,Trotsky explained the logic of the united 
front tactic: 

"U nity of front consequently presupposes our readiness, 
within certain limits and on specific issues, to correlate in 
practice our actions with those of reformist organisations, 
to the extent that the latter still express the will of 
important sections of the embattled proletariat. 

"But, after all, didn't we split with them? Yes, because 
we disagree with them on fundamental questions of the 
working class movement. 

"A nd yet we seek agreement with them? Yes, in those 
cases where the masses that follow them are ready to 
engage in joint struggle together with the masses that 
follow us and when they, the reformists, are to a lesser or 
greaterdegree compelled to become an instrumentof this 
struggle." 

Trotsky made it clear that united fronts could only work 
if they involved at least a section of the reformist 
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leadership: 

"If we were able simply to unite the working masses 
around our own banner or around our immediate practical 
slogans, and skip over reformist organisations, that would 
of course be the best thing in the world. But then the very 
question of the united front would not exist in its present 
form." 

B y bringing revolutionaries and reformists 
together into a common struggle, Communists 
could demonstrate to the social democratic rank-and- 
file, in practice rather than words, the superiority of 
their politics. 

The united front thus had two aspects: 

(1) Itunited revolutionariesand reformistsin acommon 
struggle around issues of concern to the working class as 
a whole. 

(2) It involved a struggle for political influence over the 
masses between revolutionariesand reformists. 

It was therefore essential that revolutionaries 
maintained their political and organisational 
independence within the united front and reserve the right 
to take their own initiatives. 

Trotsky wrote: "This may give rise to a new sharpening 
of the struggle between us and the reformists. B ut it will 
no longer involve a simple repetition of one and the same 
set of ideas within a shut-in circle but will signify - if our 
tactic is correct - the extension of our influence over new, 
fresh groups of the proletariat." 

By the mid-1920s the development of the Stalinist 
bureaucracy in the Soviet Union and the consequent 
degeneration of theComintern had madetheunited front 
a dead letter. In the early 1930sTrotsky argued in vain 
from exile for the German Communist and Social 
D emocratic parties to unite to stop H itler. 

But the united front tactic remains a vital weapon in 
the armoury of revolutionary strategy. 

However, in a period of rising struggle such as the 
present, we cannot assume that the united front should 
simply take its classic form. N ew movements may require 
new forms of united front. 

This is not to say that united fronts of the classical type 
don't exist today. The best example is the Stop the War 
Coalition (StWC).This brings together people of diverse 
politics around a very clearly defined set of issues - 
opposition to the "war on terrorism" and to the associated 
attacks on civil liberties and ethnic minorities. 

The very success of the StWC is a consequence of this 
narrowness of focus Its initiatorson both the revolutionary 
and the reformist left quite rightly resisted attempts to 
broaden it out or divert it into other issues - for example, 
opposition to Islamist terrorism - that would have divided 
and paralysed the coalition. 

The correctness of this approach is underlined by the 
weakness of the anti-war movement in France, which has 


been hamstrung by the tendency of large sections of the 
French left to even-handedly condemn US imperialism 
and radical I slamism. 

There have been attempts to get the StW C to broaden 
its programme by, for example, campaigning against the 
danger of war between I ndia and Pakistan. A ny such move 
would split the coalition wide open, si nee many of itsA sian 
supporters take different positions on the Kashmir 
question. It should therefore be strongly resisted. 

The A nti-Nazi League is another example of a classic 
united front. Its enormous success since its inception in 
1977 has lain in the A N L's single-minded focus on mass 
mobilisation against organised fascists. 

A ttemptsto transform theA N L into a broad campaign 
against racism that, for example, opposes all immigration 
controls have always been rejected. Such a change would 
cut the A N L off from the very large numbers of people 
who believe, wrongly, that non-racist immigration controls 
are both possible and desirable but who are willing to fight 
the Nazis. 

A n A N L with a broader anti-racist platform would have 
a much narrower base. Deprived of its focus on mass action 
against the Nazis it would in all likelihood degenerate into 
yet another talking shop of the type that already litters 
the anti-racist scene in B ritain. 

Nevertheless, there has been an important political shift 
i n the past decade. B ritai n during the first half of the 1990s 
saw a series of massive single issue campaigns - against 
the poll tax, pit closures, the Nazi sand the Criminal J ustice 
B ill.These reflected a broad anti-Tory consciousness that, 
for most of those involved, didn't go beyond supporting 
the election of a Labour government. 

T he situation today is, by contrast, 
characterised by a much higher level of political 
generalisation that embraces a substantial minority 
of the British population. 

So, paradoxically, although the StW C has a narrow focus, 
its mobilisations have brought into activity large numbers 
of people who are generalising far beyond the war in 
A fghanistan.They link up Bush's war drive to the gross 
injustices being committed against the Palestinian people. 

A nd they understand what the French M arxist Claude 
Serfati calls "armed globalisation" - the links binding 
corporate globalisation to the Pentagon's military power. 

It has been the anti-war movement that has brought 
the people inspired by Seattle and G enoa onto the streets 
of B ritain. 

This development is a consequence of the process of 
political radicalisation that has been under way 
internationally since the Seattle protests of November 
1999. 

0 ne part of this process has been the emergence of new 
kinds of united front. 

I n B ritain the most important examples are the Social ist 



The campaign against coal mine closures in the early 1990s helped shift British society to the left 
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A lliance and G lobalise R esistance. W hile these 
coalitions bring together revolutionaries and reformists, 
their political platform is much broader than some fairly 
narrowly defined campaigning issue. 

M ost obviously, the programme of the Socialist A lliance, 
while it leaves open the decisive strategic question of 
reform or revolution, is an explicitly socialist one that 
demands the comprehensive transformation of British 
society. 

Similarly, according to GR's website, "Globalise 
R esi stance brings together individualsand groupsopposed 
to the global growth of corporate power." This is clearly 
not a single issue campaign. At the same time, like the 
Socialist A lliance, G lobalise Resistance involves activists 
with quite diverse political viewpoints. 

Thisisnotsimply a B ritish development.Theglobal anti¬ 
capitalist movement is what the sociologist Immanuel 
Wallerstein calls an "anti-systemic movement" - it does 
not simply agitate over specific grievances but challenges 
the logic of the capitalist system itself. 

A t the same time, it leaves open the questions of how 
the system will be changed and whatthe"OtherWorld" it 
isfighting for would be like. 

A ttac in France might seem like a conventional united 
front. It started out around a single issue - the demand 
for the imposition of the Tobin Tax on international 
financial speculation - and it has both reformists and 
revolutionaries in its leadership. 

B ut A ttac is about more than just the Tobin Tax. The 
"Call of the Social M ovements" adopted at Porto A legre 
by A ttac among others explicitly targets both the capitalist 
system and war. 

T he Socialist Alliance takes as its starting point 
a more specific part of this broader political 
radicalisation. 

It is clear that the Blair government, far from 
overcoming the long-running crisis of Labourism, has 
simply sharpened it. A series of elections, most notably 
the Scottish parliamentary elections in 1999, the G reater 
London A ssembly elections in 2000 and the U K-wide 
general election last June, saw a significant number of 
working class voters break with Labour and support 
socialist candidates 

The Socialist A lliance has responded to the decay of 
Labourism by seeking to provide an alternative to New 
Labour, especially though not exclusively at elections, in 
E ngland and Wales. 

It thereby offers disaffected Labour Party members and 
supporters a new political home.This objective is crucial. 

D espite B lair's attempts to transform it into a U S-style 
Democratic Party, the Labour Party continues to depend 
on the political and financial support of the organised 
working class. 

A mass socialist party can only emerge in Britain by 
winning over far larger numbers of L abour supportersthan 
either the Socialist A lliance or the Scottish Socialist Party 
have so far succeeded in doing. 

This explains the peculiarly hybrid character of the 
SocialistA lliance. 

11 is hybrid programmatically in the sense that it leaves 
open the issue of reform and revolution. To adopt an 
explicitly revolutionary programme, as some groups within 
the A lliance argue, would be to slam the door on Labour 
Party supporters who have rejected B lairism but who have 
yet to break with reformism. 

K eeping left social democrats out of the A lliance for 
the sake of revolutionary purity would leave potentially 
hundreds of thousands of disaffected Labour supporters 
to drift around waiting for the next revival of the Labour 
left or (perhaps more likely) to withdraw into cynical 
apathy. 

Far better to draw them into common activity with 
revolutionaries within the Socialist A lliance, where they 
are much more likely to be won away from reformism. 
The SocialistA lliance is also hybrid organisationally. It 


does some of the things that parties normally do. M ost 
obviously it contests elections, but the SocialistA lliance 
is also developing a broader campaigning profile. 

A t the same time, though the constitution adopted by 
the SocialistA lliance last December has established it as 
a membership organisation with a properly elected 
leadership, the affiliated far left organisations maintain 
their own independent structures and activities and still 
provide the bulk of its active members. 

ow some within the Socialist Alliance are 
impatient with what they see as a peculiar 
situation, and propose that it should rapidly 
transform itself into a full-blooded party. 

The most frequently cited model isthe Scottish Socialist 
Party (SSP). This has a broad socialist programme that 
you don't have to be a revolutionary to sign up to, but it 
includesorganised political tendencies("platforms") that 
are required to subordinate their activities to the interests 
of the SSP as a whole.Thus, for example, SSP members 
are required to sell only Scottish SocialistVoice publicly. 

The SSP has been a remarkable success in its three years 
of existence. 11 has carved out a space for itself in the new 
Scottish political arena created by devolution, and won 
impressive votes in the 2001 Westminster elections. 

It has also succeeded in uniting the bulk of the Scottish 
far left under the same roof. Supporters of the Socialist 
Worker Platform have, sincejoining the SSP in M ay 2001, 
established themselves as active and loyal membersofthe 
party. 

These are real achievements, but it doesn't follow that 
the SSP is the only, or even the most desirable, model for 
party building elsewhere. 

I n the case of the SocialistA lliance there is an obvious 
difficulty - the enormous imbalance in resources and 
members between the Socialist Workers Party and the 
other political currents within the Socialist A lliance. 

This is already a source of some tension, and is one 
reason why someA lliance members advocate the creation 
of a new party. But such a move would not abolish the 
imbalance but transfer it to a new terrain. 

I f a broad socialist party were declared in E ngland and 
Wales tomorrow,theSocialistWorker Platform would still 
more than outgun all the others put together. 

This state of affairs reflects that the SocialistA lliance 
has only just started the process of winning over 
disgruntled Labour supporters. A large-scale influx of 
working class activists would radically transform the 
character of the Socialist A lliance and make the 
relationship between its different affiliated organisations 
much more of a side issue. 

Turning the Socialist A lliance into a party now would 
foreclose this process and deny the substantial numbers 
of Labour supporters who can be won to a socialist 
alternative of the opportunity to participate in defining 
the nature of this alternative. 

Sometimes behind advocacy of the Socialist A lliance 
becoming a party in the shortterm lies a model that sees 
involvement in a centrist party is a necessary stage in the 
process of creating a mass revolutionary party. 

Centrist parties that systematically blurred the 
distinction between reform and revolution were an 
important feature of the political scene after the First 
World War. 

For example, the I ndependent Social D emocratic Party 
(U SPD) broke away from theG erman Social Democratic 
Party because of its pro-war stance, but included leading 
reformists such as Karl Kautsky and Edward Bernstein. 
After the German Revolution of November 1918, the 
USPD became a rallying point for millions of workers 
radicalised by the experience of massive social, political 
and economic crisis. 

For many of these workers the U SPD proved to be a 
temporary stopping off point only. Their ultimate 
destination was the G erman Communist Party (K PD). 

Reflecting the pull of the R ussian Revolution, the U SPD 


Every united 
front is an 
arena for 
ideological 
and political 
struggle 
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congress in October 1920 voted to affiliate to the 
Communist I nternational.A fter a right-wing minority had 
broken away, the result was a united mass Communist 
Party half-a-mi I lion strong. 

This experience shows that the development of a mass 
revolutionary party is not simply a process of quantitative 
growth through which a small M arxist group eventually 
becomes a party by gradually recruiting more and more 
members. 

M ass parties emerge through a process that includes 
crisesand splitsin big reformist and centrist organisations. 

B ut the example of the U SPD also indicates that the 
development of a mass revolutionary party doesn"t 
necessarily depend on revolutionaries building centrist 
organisations. 

TheKPD wasan independent revolutionary party from 
its formation in December 1918. A sa result of its influence 
and that of the Comintern - and, above all, the concrete 
experience of revolution and counter-revolution in 
G ermany - hundreds of thousands of workers moved in 
the space of two years from reformism, via centrism, to 
revolutionary politics. 

Of course, we are a long way from the convulsive 
struggles that polarised E urope at the end of the First 
W o rl d W ar. N everthel ess the case of the U S P D i 11 u strates 
that there's no single pattern through which mass 
revolutionary parties develop. 

The transformation of the Socialist A I Nance into a party 
with substantial working class support is one possible 
scenario, but by no means the only one. 

The concrete situation is that there are a number of 
different united fronts, each with its own distinct political 
constituenciesThisisvery obvious in the case of G lobalise 
Resistance and the Socialist A lliance. 

G lobalise R esistance supporters tend to be young, and 
often don't regard themselves as socialists. This reflects 
the novelty of the anti-capitalist movement and its the 
combination of radicalism and ideological ambiguity.The 
national anti-war demonstrations, which have been 
striking for their youth, are an expression of this same 
social environment. 

I n contrast, the Socialist A lliance tends to be dominated 
by labour movement activists, and can reflect both their 
strengths and their weaknesses, which can be summed up 
in one word - experience. 

I n the longer term this division needs to be 
overcome. Anti-capitalists need to be won to a 
socialist world view, and the Socialist Alliance must 
become a lot younger, blacker and more female. 

But the contrast between these two coalitions' 
constituencies is a real one. It arises from how the present 
radicalisation has developed - the way in which anti¬ 
capitalist consciousness emerged in an ideological climate 
where the traditional left had been weakened as a result 
of the defeats of the 1980s and the confusion caused by 
the collapse of the Soviet bloc. 

It is not the product of some artificial organisational 
device and therefore cannot be overcome by one. 

There are two forces working against the obvious danger 
of fragmentation in this situation. 

First, a substantial minority are generalising against the 
system. 

Second, revolutionaries working together in a united 
party can, through their involvement in the different 
movements, reinforce this process of generalisation. 

A swe have seen, united fronts have performed a double 
function: to create the maximum possible unity in action 
around relevant issues, and to increase the influence of 
revolutionary politics and organisation. 

Revolutionaries from the orthodoxTrotskyist tradition 
have tended in practice to exaggerate one of these 
functions at the expense of the other.They either abstain 
from united activity or (which amounts to the same thing) 
use it as a vehicle for denouncing all others, or else they 
involve themselves so deeply in a particular movement 



Global Peace & 
Justice banner in 
Auckland anti-war 
march, April 20 


that their own distinctively revolutionary profile 
disappears. 

The second error is much more attractive than the first, 
but it's still an error. Behind it lies the feeling that it's 
"sectarian" to engage in party-building while involved in 
a united front. 

In fact, there is no contradiction between the two 
functions of the united front. 0 n the contrary, they should 
reinforce each other. 


B ecause revolutionaries (in theory at any 
rate) possess ideological clarity and 
organisational cohesion, they should be the most 
effective force in building the broader movement. 

The Stop the War Coalition is a good example - the 
Socialist Workers Party has been the dynamic force both 
maintaining the coalition's unity and driving it forward 
through mass activity. 

The important role that revolutionaries play within 
united fronts in no sense compromises the autonomy of 
the different movements. 

It's essential to the well-being of coalitions such as the 
StWC, Socialist A lliance, G lobalise Resistance and the 
A nti-Nazi League that they possess their own democratic 
structures and that these allow the different political forces 
involved to participate in both policy making and activity. 

"Fronts" intheold Stalinist sense which are manipulated 
from behind the scenes are worse than useless in an era of 
expansive movements driven by powerful democratic 
aspirations. 

But no movement can be ideologically autonomous. 
N one can escape the influence of some concrete political 
programme. 

A fter all, the domination of capital includes the way in 
which its conception of the world permeates society and 
impedes the formation of rival conceptions. 

Reformism represents an ideological compromise 
between capitalist and revolutionary world views. 

A sa consequence, every united front becomes an arena 
for ideological and political struggle. The existence of a 
strong revolutionary pole within the movement is essential 
to ensuring the defeat of ideas that, directly or indirectly, 
reflect the influence of capitalist ideology.This is essential 
for the articulation of a strategy that can achieve victory. 

There is therefore no contradiction between building 
revolutionary organisation and building the broader 
movements. 0 n the contrary, party building of the right 
type will strengthen the movement. 

G ettingthiscombination right- buildingthemovement 
and building an organised revolutionary M arxist current 
within it - is easier said than done. But it is still 
indispensable. 
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‘Mass action that is 
constant and unrelenting’ 

MURRAY HORTON of the Campaign Against Foreign Control of Aotearoa (CAFCA) and 
the Anti-Bases Campaign embarked on a nationwide speaking tour in March and April. 
His tour was titled: “New century, old battles —An activist response to globalisation, war 
and the election”. GRANT BROOKES spoke with Murray in Wellington and produced this 
condensed version of his talk. 


• Win for locked-out workers 

More than 250 workers at Christchurch 
cablemaking company GeneralCable are 
celebrating victory after a two week lock¬ 
out ended on April 20. 

Workers rejected a pay offer of 2%, 
holding out to win 2.75 % now, another 
1.25% in nine months’ time, plus a one- 
off payment of $80,000 to share among 
themselves. 

Workers described the result as a vic¬ 
tory for organised labour. 

• Rotorua strike victory 

85 workers at Panahomes wood proces¬ 
sors in Rotorua are celebrating the end 
of a successful strike for higher pay. 

During the dispute the company 
brought in a “hard nosed” negotiator 
from the Employers Federation. 

But workers stuck to their guns, with 
a 24 hour picket and the demand that the 
company lift its 1.5% offer to 4.5%. 

In the end they won 3% backdated to 
October 1 last year. Plus a further 2.5% 
from February 28 next year. The new 
agreement will expire a year later. 

This represents a raise of at least 
$1,161 a year for every worker. 

The strike was well supported by other 
workers. Delegates from the Waipa mill 
and Whakatane board mill have visited 
the picket. And strikers spoke at a stop- 
work meeting of district council workers. 

The workers have decided to increase 
union dues by 50© per week, for a fight¬ 
ing fund for future disputes. 


GLOBALISATION 

"G I o b a I i sati on" 
does not mean 
"progress" and we 
are not opposed to 
progress. Progress for 
whom is the key 
question. 

Nor does opposi¬ 
tion to globalisation 
mean opposition to 
internationalism. We 
are not opposed to 
refugees. 

CAFCA has no 
policy on the subject 
because it's not our 
issue, but I personally 
have no problem 
with the free move¬ 
ment of people. 

We are opposed 
to corporate globali¬ 
sation, which is a 
modern name for 
imperialism. 

It's a situation 
where politicians 
and officials are 
servants of T N C s 
(transnational cor¬ 
porations). 

A number of bat¬ 
tles need to be fought 
right now. 

The WTO sum¬ 
mit in Q atar in 2001 
launched a fresh 
round of trade nego¬ 
tiations. 

The rich countries 
forced "new issues" 
onto the agenda, simi¬ 
lar to the E uropean 
U nion (E U ) requests 
to the New Zealand 



government, leaked 
this week. 

TheEU wantsour 
government to scrap 
the Overseas I nvest- 
ment Commission, 
privatise post and 
courier services and 
so on. 

There are related 
negotiations like the 
G eneral A greement 
on Trade in Services 
(GATS), dedicated 
to forcing open serv¬ 
ices such as water, 
health and education 
fortheTNCs. 

New Zealand has 
rammed through a 
free trade deal with 
Singapore, is well ad¬ 
vanced on one with 
H ong Kong,and isin 
hot pursuit of free 
trade with the U S. 

Those of us active 
against the Vietnam 
War remember the 
"guns for butter" 
policy. NZ troops 
went to Vietnam in 
return for access to 


U S markets for our 
butter. This is a new 
version of "guns for 
butter". 

What is the activ¬ 
ist response? "M ass 
action that is con¬ 
stant and unrelent¬ 
ing", says Australian 
journalist John 
Pilger. 

New Zealand got 
out of the V ietnam 
War, became nuclear 
free and ceased sport¬ 
ing ties with South 
A frica because of 
mass movements. 

The current cam¬ 
paign against G E 
shows the same 
trend—a mass move¬ 
ment backing up a 
political campaign. 

CA FCA does not 
define itself as "anti¬ 
capitalist". Speaking 
personally, I am op¬ 
posed to capitalism, 
and seek its replace¬ 
ment with something 
better. 

WAR 

The state is back 
in fashion, butfor re¬ 
actionary reasons— 
to fight wars. The 
TNCs see this as an 
essential aid to seiz¬ 
ing resources. It is an 
old alliance, that be¬ 
tween emperors and 
pirates. 

The U S is now di¬ 
rectly engaging in a 


multitude of small 
wars.The potential is 
very high for U nde 
Sam to comeagutser 
in one of these "Bush 
wars". 

We the activists 
have suffered a back¬ 
lash since September 
11. But the current 
anti-globalisation 
movement is the 
most hopeful devel¬ 
opment in decades 

CA FCA grew out 
of the anti-war 
movement of the 
1960s and 70s. So we 
are returning to our 
roots. It feels good. 

New Zealand is 
oneof onlyfivecoun- 
triesbelongingtothe 
U K U SA intelligence 
agreement. Our 
unique contribution 
to the global anti-war 
movement will be to 
close the Waihopai 
spy base. 

THE ELECTION 

CA FCA isaligned 
to no political party. 

We want the is¬ 
sues of corporate glo¬ 
balisation as election 
issues. How do we do 
that? 

We have to build 
a genuine grassroots 
peoples' movement. 
That's hard work. 
B ut we can start net¬ 
working. We can co¬ 
operate and co-ordi¬ 


nate our campaigns 
In Auckland, 
they've got the Peace 
and Justice Network 
to do this. 

New Zealanders 
have a bedrock belief 


in "the fair go". Be- 
causeofthisj remain 
optimistic. 

Our side has 
started winning. R e- 
member—elephants 
are terrified of mice. 


To contact CAFCA or the Anti-Bases campaign, 
write to Box 2258, Christchurch, email 
<cafca@chch.planet.org.nz>, or visit their 
websites: 

<http://www.cafca.org.nz> 

<http://www.converge.org.nz/watchdog> 

<http://www.converge.org.nz/abo 


don’t close gaps’ 


’Prisons 

by VAUGHAN GUNSON 

60 protesters gate-crashed a regional hui 
between senior government MPs, including 
H elen C lark, and local M aori and community 
representatives at Kaikohe on 12 A pril. 

T he protesters were voicing their opposi¬ 
tion to a proposed 350-bed prison at N gawha 
near Kaikohe. 

T he strength of their protest forced H elen 
C lark and her M Psto come out of the meet¬ 
ing and hear their concerns. 


They are angry that a Northland Regional 
Council (NRC) decision, which rejected the 
prison, was recently overturned by the gov¬ 
ernment’s appeal to the E nvironment C ourt. 

Nga Pu hi Maori consider the site at 
Ngawha to be wahi tapu (sacred).The NRC 
agreed and had declined to give resource con¬ 
sent on cultural grounds. 

The overturning of that decision as a re¬ 
sult of pressure from the government has in¬ 
censed many N orthland M aori, who see it as 
another example of the L abour government’s 
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failure when it comes to Maori issues. 

T his anger was captured by one of the plac¬ 
ards that greeted the Prime M inister, which 
read: "Prisons don’t close gaps". 

T he group organised to oppose the prison 
are now considering whether to appeal again 
to the E nvironment Court or to take direct 
action and occupy the site. 
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CONTACT THE 
SOCIALISTS 
IN YOUR AREA 


★ NORTHLAND 


Phone: Vaughan (09) 433 8897 
Email: vaughang@ihug.co.nz 


★ AUCKLAND 


Meets 7.30pm every Monday at the 
Trade Union Centre, 147 Great North Rd, 
Grey Lynn. Transport available. 

Phone: Len 634 3984 
Email: socialist-worker@pl.net 


★TAURANGA 


Phone: Tony 544 1859 
Email: hatosnell@hotmail.com 


★ ROTORUA 


Phone: Bernie 345 9853 
Email: bernieh@clear.net.nz 


★ WELLINGTON 


Meets 7.30pm every Monday at Room 2, 
Crossways (back entrance), Elizabeth St, 
Mt Victoria. 

Phone: Gordon 972 2296 
Email: gfarris@i4free.co.nz 


★ CHRISTCHURCH 


Phone: Don 385 5268 
Email: dwa@netaccess.co.nz 


★ NATIONAL OFFICE 


Socialist Worker members elsewhere in 
Aotearoa and our sister organisations 
overseas can be contacted through 
Socialist Worker's national office. 

Phone: (09) 634 3984 

Fax: (09) 634 3936 

Write: PO Box 13-685 Auckland 

Email: socialist-worker@>pl.net 


Socialist Worker 
is on the internet 

http://au.geocities.com/swo_nz/ 


Please note: this address was 
mis-typed in previous issues 


Socialist Worker 

WHERE WE STAND 



SOCIALISM 

Capitalism is a system of exploitation 
which generates inequality, crisis and war. 
Although workers create society’s wealth, 
it is controlled by the ruling class for its 
own selfish ends. 

Socialism can only be built when the 
working class takes control of social 
wealth and democratically plans its 
production and distribution to meet 
human needs, not private profits. This will 
eliminate all class divisions in society. 

Stalinist countries such as China and 
Cuba, just like the former Soviet Union 
and the Eastern bloc, have nothing to do 
with socialism. They are state capitalist. 
We support the struggles of workers 
against every dictatorial stalinist ruling 
class. 

REVOLUTION NOT REFORMISM 

The present system cannot be 
reformed to end exploitation and oppres¬ 
sion, contrary to what Alliance, Labour 
and union leaders claim. It must be 
overthrown by the working class. 

Capitalism’s parliament, army, police 
and judiciary protect the ruling class. 
These institutions cannot be taken over 
and used by the working class. 

To pave the way to socialism the 
working class needs a new kind of 
state—a democratic workers state based 
on workers councils and workers militia. 

INTERNATIONALISM 

Workers in every country are exploited 
by capitalism, so the struggle for social¬ 
ism is global. 

We campaign for solidarity with 
workers in other countries. We fight 
racism and imperialism. We oppose all 
immigration controls. We support all 
genuine national liberation struggles. 


We are internationalists because 
socialism depends on spreading working 
class revolutions around the world. 

LIBERATION FROM 
OPPRESSION 

We fight for democratic rights. We 
oppose the oppression of women, Maori, 
Pacific Islanders, lesbians and gays. 

All forms of oppression are used to 
divide the working class. 

We support the right of all oppressed 
groups to organise for their own defence. 
Their liberation is essential to socialist 
revolution and impossible without it. 

TINO RANGATIRATANGA 

We support the struggle for Maori self 
determination. 

The government's approach to Treaty 
claims has benefited a Maori elite while 
doing little for working class Maori. 

Tino rangatiratanga cannot be 
achieved within capitalism. It will only 
become a reality with the establishment 
of a workers' state. 

REVOLUTIONARY PARTY 

To achieve socialism the most militant 
sections of the working class have to be 
organised into a mass revolutionary 
socialist party. 

We are in the early stages of building 
such a party through involvement in the 
day-to-day struggles of workers and the 
oppressed. 

The Socialist Workers Organisation 
must grow in size and influence to provide 
leadership in the struggle for working class 
self-emancipation. 

We need to revitalise the unions with a 
rank-and-file movement. 

If you like our ideas and want to fight 
for socialism, then join us. 


r — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — n 

\ If you like reading Socialist Worker, send in this form: ® 

| □ I want to attend a socialist meeting | 

" □ I want to join the Socialist Workers Organisation « 

I □ I want to subscribe to Socialist Worker (posted to you each fortnight, * 

I enclose $30 for a year) s 

| NAME. PHONE. j 

I ADDRESS. I 

J EMAIL. J 

I Post to Socialist Worker, PO Boc 13-685 Auckland I 
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Peace & Justice 
Conference 

A 

Friday 17 May 


12 noon to 6pm, then S-IOpm. a 
Hunter Lounge, Level 2, 

VUWSA Building, 

Victoria University, TWO KEY 

Wellington . EVENTS FOR 

^ ACTIVISTS 

Union, student, environmental, ^ 

left & liberation activists will 
speak against corporate and _ 

military globalisation, ^ f I 
and point the way 
to grassroots 
alternatives. . 

Not to be 


grassroots 
Y pressure will 
shift Labour MPs 
pr away from GE, 

Y backing US war moves, 
user pays education, 
corporate trade pacts and 
tight restrictions on the 

.le 

|p»' lobby of the Labour 
Party conference and 
put the pressure on. 



ffl III W.U'tiV 


m M'J’ /fi W 


anours uomerence 


• WHY YOU SHOULD PARTICIPATE 

The Labour Party mass lobby and the Peace & Justice 
counter-conference will bring a wide range of activists 
and leftists together. This will promote the building of a 
“movement of movements” in Aotearoa which can 
challenge capitalism’s “armed globalisation” and provide 
grassroots alternatives. So these events have a 
strategic, as well as immediate, importance. 


• WHAT YOU CAN DO 

The big task now is to spread the word about the lobby 
and counter-conference. How about postering your area 
and emailing your networks? Get posters and advertising 
emails from Grant Morgan: email gcm@actrix.gen.nz 
or phone (09) 634 3377. A special bus is going from 
Auckland ($25), but get in quick because there will be 
pressure on seats. Billets will be available in Wellington. 



